
Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 



Office Action Summary 



•e pending in the application. 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

' " [he provisions of 37 CFR 1 136(a). In no event, hov;ovoi 



l ™ *^ree months after the mailing date of this con 

Status 

1)D Responsive to communication® filed 01 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)E 

3) D Since this application is in c 

closed in accordance with t! 
Disposition of Claims 

4) |El Claim's) 1-4,6.7.9 and 10 \s 

4a) Of the above claim(s) _ 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

&M Claim(s) 1-4.6.7.9 and 10 is/are rejected. 

7) Q Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) Q Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) E3 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 121 The drawing(s) filed on 21 December 2001 is/are: a)[X] accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d) 

1 1) Q The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

12) Q Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)DAII b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application N< 

3. Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have be 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

1 3) Q Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(e) (to a provisional application) 

since a specific reference was included in the first sentence of the specification or in an Application Data Sheet. 
37 CFR 1.78. 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

14) Q Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 since a specific 

reference was included in the first sentence of the specification or in an Application Data Sheet. 37 CFR 1 .78. 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Specification 



1. The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because in 
line 2, "are provided" is a phrase which can be implied and 
should not be used in the abstract. Correction is required. See 
MPEP § 608 . 01 (b) . 

2. Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for 
an abstract of the disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally 
limited to a single paragraph on a separate sheet within the 
range of 50 to 150 words. It is important that the abstract not 
exceed 150 words in length since the space provided for the 
abstract on the computer tape used by the printer is limited. 
The form and legal phraseology often used in patent claims, such 
as "means" and "said, " should be avoided. The abstract should 
describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist readers in 
deciding whether there is a need for consulting the full patent 
text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not 
repeat information given in the title. It should avoid using 
phrases which can be implied, such as, "The disclosure concerns," 
"The disclosure defined by this invention, " "The disclosure 
describes, 11 etc . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 



3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 
U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly 
pointing out and distinctly claiming the subject matter which the applicant 



4. Claims 6, 7, 9 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, 
second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly 
point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 



regards as the invention. 
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Claims 6, 7, 9 and 10 each recite a step "e" ; however, 
neither claim 1 nor claim 2 (from which claims 6, 7, 9 and 10 
depend) recite a step "e'' and thus, it is not clear what 
applicant intends to cover by the recitation of step "e' 1 in 
claims 6, 7, 9 and 10. 

Claim Rejections - 35 DSC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms 
the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office 

subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
bject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
as made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
:ains. Patentability shall not be 

6. This application currently names joint inventors. In 
considering patentability of the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), 
the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered 
therein were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant 
is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out the 
inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly 
owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the 
examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and 
potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 
U.S.C. 103 (a) . 

7. Claims 1-4, 6, 7, 9 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Fujishita et al (U.S. Patent 
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4,560,734) in combination with either Morin et al (U.S. Patent 
6,656,404) or Inoue (JP 2001-081628) . 

Fujishita et al (see the entire document, in particular, 
col. 1, lines 7-12; col. 7, line 41 to col. 8, line 36; Examples; 
Tables 1 and 3) teach a process of making polypropylene tape 
fibers as set forth in the instant claims, except for the amount 
of nucleator compound (Fujishita et al do teach the use of a 
nucleator compound) . Morin et al (see the entire document, in 
particular, col. 2, line 46 to col. 3, line 30; col. 4, lines 18- 
54) and Inoue (see the entire translation, in particular, the 
abstract and claim 1) teach the use of a nucleator compound (in a 
polypropylene composition) in the claimed amounts and it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the disclosure of Fujishita et 
al with that of either Morin et al or Inoue principally in order 
to produce polypropylene tape fibers having desired properties 
(e.g., improved shrink rates) . 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Leo B. 
Tentoni whose telephone number is (571) 272-1209. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Monday - Friday (6:30 A.M. - 3:00 
P.M.) . 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Michael P. Colaianni can 
be reached on (571) 272-1196. The fax phone number for the 
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organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
(703) 872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of 
this application or proceeding should be directed to the 
receptionist whose telephone number is (571) 272-0987. 




Leo B. Tentoni 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1732 
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